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1 . This communication is in response to the Amendment filed 22 December 2003. 
Claims 1-23 are pending in this case. 



2. Applicant's arguments filed 22 December 2003 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant argues, with respect to claims 1-5, that the reference 
does not disclose bar-code readers or paper paths. Applicant's attention is respectfully 
directed to Cordery et al (US 6,175,827B1) at, e.g., Col 4 In 20 - col 6 In 40. Applicant 
further arguers with respect to claims 6-23 that Cordery does not disclose collating mail. 
Applicant's attention is directed to, e.g., Col 5 In 20 - col 6 In 40. 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Cordery 
etal (US 6,175,827B1). 

5. Regarding claiml - 

Cordery discloses an improved system for authentication of mail pieces bearing bar- 
coded indicia, the system comprising first and second bar-code readers, said first and 
second bar-code readers differing in that said first bar-code reader has a lower rate of 
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successful reading of bar-coded indicia than said second bar-code reader, said system 
defining a first paper path through said first bar-code reader and subsequently through a 
first collator, said system disposed to collate a mail piece bearing an indicium in a 
second paper path in the event of a successful reading of said bar-coded indicium by 
said first bar-code reader, said system disposed to collate mail pieces in a third paper 
path in the event of an unsuccessful reading of said bar-coded indicium by said first bar- 
code reader, said third paper path leading to said second bar-code reader, said system 
disposed to collate mail pieces in a fourth paper path in the event of a successful 
reading of said bar-coded indicium by said second bar-code reader, said system 
disposed to collate mail pieces in a fifth paper path in the event of an unsuccessful 
reading of said bar-coded indicium by said second bar-code reader (Col 4 In 20 - col 6 
In 40). 

6. Regarding claim 2 - 

Cordery discloses the improved system of claim 1 further comprising a third bar-code 
reader, said second and third bar-code readers differing in that said second bar-code 
reader has a lower rate of successful reading of bar-coded indicia than said third bar- 
code reader, said system further defining said fifth paper path through a second collator, 
said system disposed to collate mail pieces in a sixth paper path in the event of a 
successful reading of said bar-coded indicium by said second barcode reader, said 
system disposed to collate mail pieces in a seventh paper path in the event of an 
unsuccessful reading of said bar-coded indicium by said second bar-code reader (col 5 
In 36-52). 



Application/Control Number: 09/476,321 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3621 

7. Regarding claim 3 - 

Cordery discloses the improved system of claim 1 wherein the first bar-code reader is 
less expensive than the second bar-code reader (Col 5 In 28-35). 

8. Regarding claim 4 - 

Cordery discloses the improved system of claim 1 wherein the first bar-code reader is 
faster than the second bar-code reader (Col 6 In 6 - 1 5). 

9. Regarding claim 5 - 

Cordery discloses the improved system of claim 1 wherein the first bar-code reader has 
lower scanning resolution than the second bar-code reader (Col 5 In 5-12). 

10. Claims 6-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Cordery 
et al (US6,175,827B1). 

11. Regarding claim 6- 

Cordery discloses a method for authenticating mail pieces bearing bar-coded indicia, 
the method comprising the steps of passing a mail piece bearing an indicium through a 
first bar-code reader, subsequently automatically collating said mail piece to a second 
paper path to a second bar-code reader in the event of an unsuccessful reading of said 
indicium by said first bar-code reader, said first and second bar-code readers differing in 
that said first bar-code reader has a lower rate of successful reading of bar-coded 
indicia than said second bar-code reader (Col 4 In 20 - col 6 In 40). 

1 2. Regarding claim 7 - 
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Cordery discloses the method of claim 6 further comprising subsequently automatically 
collating said mail piece to a third paper path in the event of successful reading of said 
indicium by said second barcode reader (Col 6 In 30-40). 

1 3. Regarding claim 8 - 

Cordery discloses the method of claim 6 further comprising subsequently automatically 
collating said mail piece to a fourth paper path to a third bar-code reader in the event of 
an unsuccessful reading of said bar-coded indicium by said second bar-code reader, 
said second and third bar-code readers differing in that said second bar-code reader 
has a lower rate of successful reading of bar-coded indicia than said third bar-code 
reader (Col. 6 In 23-29). 

14. Regarding claim 9 - 

Cordery discloses the method of claim 8 further comprising subsequently automatically 
collating said mail piece to a fifth paper path in the event of successful reading of said 
indicium by said third barcode reader (Col. 5 In 52-59). 

1 5. Regarding claim 1 0 - 

Cordery discloses the method of claim 8 further comprising subsequently automatically 
collating said mail piece to a sixth paper path in the event of unsuccessful reading of 
said indicium by said third barcode reader (Col. 5 In 52-59). 

16. Regarding claim 11 - 

Cordery discloses the method of claim 7 further comprising the step of delivering the 
mail piece after said successful reading of said indicium by said second bar-code reader 
(Col 6 In 23-28). 
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1 7. Regarding claim 1 2 - 

Cordery discloses the method of claim 9 further comprising the step of delivering the 
mail piece after said successful reading of said indicium by said third bar-code reader 
(Col 6 In 23-28). 

1 8. Regarding claim 1 3 - 

Cordery discloses the method of claim 6 further comprising subsequently automatically 
collating said mail piece to a fifth paper path in the event of an unsuccessful reading of 
said bar-coded indicium by said second bar-code reader (Col. 5 In 52-59). 

19. Regarding claim 14 - 

Cordery discloses the method of claim 13 further comprising the step of returning the 
mail piece to the sender after unsuccessful reading of said bar code by said second bar- 
code reader (Col 6 In 7-15). 

20. Regarding claim 1 5 - 

Cordery discloses the method of claim 10 further comprising the step of returning the 
mail piece to the sender after unsuccessful reading of said bar code by said third bar- 
code reader (Col 6 In 7-15). 

21 . Regarding claim 1 6 - 

Cordery discloses the method of claim 6 further comprising subsequently performing a 
cryptographic authentication of said indicium and automatically collating said mail piece 
to a seventh paper path in the event of successful authentication of said bar code by 
said second bar-code reader (Col 9 In 41-61). 

22. Regarding claim 1 7 - 
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Cordery discloses the method of claim 6 further comprising subsequently performing a 
cryptographic authentication of said indicium and automatically collating said mail piece 
to an eighth paper path in the event of unsuccessful authentication of said bar code by 
said second bar-code reader (Col 9 In 53-61). 

23. Regarding claim 18 - 

Cordery discloses the method of claim 9 further comprising subsequently performing a 
cryptographic authentication of said indicium and automatically collating said mail piece 
to a ninth paper path in the event of successful authentication of said bar code by said 
third bar-code reader (Col 9 In 41-61). 

24. Regarding claim 1 9 - 

Cordery discloses the method of claim 9 further comprising subsequently performing a 
cryptographic authentication of said indicium and automatically collating said mail piece 
to a tenth paper path in the event of unsuccessful authentication of said bar code by 
said third bar-code reader (Col 9 In 53-61). 

25. Claims 20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Cordery et al (US 6,175,82761). 

26. Regarding claim 20 - 

Cordery discloses an improved system for authentication of mail pieces bearing bar- 
coded indicia, the system comprising first, second, and third bar-code readers, said first 
and third bar-code readers differing in that said first bar-code reader has a lower rate of 
successful reading of bar-coded indicia than said third bar-code reader, said second 
and third bar-code readers differing in that said second bar-code reader has a lower 
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rate of successful reading of bar-coded indicia than said third barcode reader, said 
system defining a first paper path through said first bar-code reader and subsequently 
through a first collator, said system disposed to collate a mail piece bearing an indicium 
in a second paper path in the event of a successful reading of said bar-coded indicium 
by said first bar-code reader, said system disposed to collate mail pieces in a third 
paper path in the event of an unsuccessful reading of said bar-coded indicium by said 
first bar-code reader, said third paper path leading to said third bar-code reader, said 
system defining a fourth paper path through said second bar-code reader and 
subsequently through a second collator, said system disposed to collate a mail piece 
bearing an indicium in a fifth paper path in the event of a successful reading of said bar- 
coded indicium by said second bar-code reader, said system disposed to collate mail 
pieces in a sixth paper path in the event of an unsuccessful reading of said bar-coded 
indicium by said second bar-code reader, said sixth paper path leading to said third bar- 
code reader said system disposed to collate mail pieces in a seventh paper path in the 
event of a successful reading of said bar-coded indicium by said third bar-code reader, 
said system disposed to collate mail pieces in an eighth paper path in the event of an 
unsuccessful reading of said bar-coded indicium by said third bar-code reader (Col 4 In 
20 - col 6 In 40). 

27. Regarding claim 21 - 

Cordery discloses the improved system of claim 20 wherein the first and second bar- 
code readers are each less expensive than the third bar-code reader (Col 5 In 28-35). 

28. Regarding claim 22 - 
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Cordery discloses the improved system of claim 20 wherein the first and second bar- 
code readers are each faster than the third bar-code reader (Col 6 In 6 - 15). 

29. Regarding claim 23 - 

Cordery discloses the improved system of claim 20 wherein the first and second bar- 
code readers each have lower scanning resolution than the third bar-code reader (Col 5 
In 5-12). 

30. Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may be applied as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 

Conclusion 

31 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

32. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

33. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cristina O Sherr whose telephone number is 703-305- 
0625. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:30 to 5:00. 

34. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 703-305-9768. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

35. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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